
MINUTES FOR THE COURT OF APPEAL 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
 

August 15, 2003 
 
 
DIVISION THREE 
 
B166091 Los Angeles County, D.C.S. (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Charles O. 
 

The judgment is affirmed. 
 

        Klein, P.J. 
 
  We concur: Kitching, J. 
    Aldrich, J. 
 
 
B163093 Theresia Helen Bobbie Fox, et al. (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Regents of the University of California, et al. 
 

Husband's appeal is dismissed.  The appeal by Fox is dismissed to the 
extent it is directed at the Regents.  The trial court is directed to enter 
judgment in favor of Dr. Bedford, nunc pro tunc as of September 18, 2002, 
in accordance with the order granting summary judgment in his favor on 
Fox's cause of action for medical malpractice.  Said judgment is affirmed.  
Respondents shall recover their costs on appeal. 
 

        Klein, P.J. 
 
  We concur: Kitching, J. 
    Aldrich, J. 
 
 



August 15, 2003 (Continued) 

DIVISION THREE (Continued) 
 
B157384 Reece W. Souza  (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Ludwig Slavich, Jr. 
 

The judgment is reversed and the matter is remanded to the trial court with 
directions to retry the single issue of damages and enter judgment for 
plaintiff in the amount so determined.  Plaintiff shall recover costs on 
appeal. 
 

        Klein, P.J. 
 
  We concur: Kitching, J. 
    Aldrich, J. 
 
 
B158761 People    (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Avelar, et al. 
 

The conviction of attempted murder and the true finding on the criminal 
street gang enhancement are reversed.  In all other respects, the judgments 
are affirmed.  The matter is remanded as to both Navas and Avelar to 
permit the People to retry the attempted murder charge, if they elect to do 
so, and for resentencing. 
 

        Klein, P.J. 
 
  We concur: Croskey, J. 
    Aldrich, J. 
 
 
DIVISION FOUR 
 
Court convened at 9 a.m. 
 
Present:  Vogel (C.S.), P.J., Epstein, J., Curry, J. and V. Guzman, Deputy Clerk. 
 



August 15, 2003 (Continued) 

DIVISION FOUR (Continued) 
 
Each of the following: 
 
 B158881 People v. Gonzalez 
 B162352 People v. McKinley 
 B161545 People v. Jose H. 
 B162352 People v. Piper 
 B158660 People v. Valverde 
 B161457 People v. Lopez 
 B163451 People v. Hawkins 
 B163420 People v. Swain 
 B162844 DCFS v. Katherine Y. 
 B167606 Kelley B. v. SCLA (DCFS) 
 B167965 Cali H. v. SCLA (DCFS) 
  
Argument waived, cause submitted. 
 
B159685 People 
  v. 
  Saad 
 

Merits: 
Argued by Peter A. Vance for appellant and by Nora Genelin, deputy 
attorney general for respondent.  Cause submitted. 

 
 
B158408 Kilroy 
  v. 
  Kilroy 
 
  Merits: 
  Argued by Kenneth M. Young for appellant and by Dennis M. Wasser for  
  respondent.  Cause submitted. 
 
Court recessed. 
 
Court reconvened at 1:30 p.m. 
 
Present:  Vogel (C.S.), P.J., Epstein, J., Curry, J. and V. Guzman, Deputy Clerk. 
 
 



August 15, 2003 (Continued) 

DIVISION FOUR (Continued) 
 
B148758 People 
  v. 
  Anderson 
 

Merits: 
Argued by Charlotte E. Costan for appellant and by Brad D. Levenson, 
deputy attorney general for respondent.  Cause submitted. 

 
 
B160785 Scott 
  v. 
  Mainwall and Cramin 
 
  Merits: 

Argued by Ross A. Stucker for appellant and counsel for respondent 
waived oral argument.  Cause submitted. 

 
 
Court adjourned. 
 
 
B157193 People 
  v. 
  Miles 
 
  Filed order denying petition for rehearing. 
 
 
DIVISION FIVE 
 
B162003 People    (Certified for Publication) 
  v. 
  Wilfort Foster 
 

The judgment is affirmed. 
 

        Mosk, J. 
 
  We concur: Grignon, Acting P.J. 
    Armstrong, J. 
 



August 15, 2003 (Continued) 

DIVISION EIGHT 
 
B155739 Durant, Jr.   (Certified for Publication) 
  v. 
  Los Angeles Unified School District, et al. 
 

The judgment is reversed and the matter is remanded for trial.  Appellant to 
recover costs on appeal. 
 

        Rubin, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Boland, J. 
 
 
B160778 People    (Not for Publication) 
  v. 
  Ornelas 
 

The judgment is affirmed. 
 

        Rubin, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Boland, J. 
 
 
B166963 People    (Certified for Publication) 
  v. 
  S.C.L.A. 
  Daniel Vasquez 
 

For the reasons set forth above, let a writ of mandate issue directing the 
respondent court to vacate its order granting Vasquez's motion to dismiss 
the SVP petition and to enter a new and different order denying that 
motion, and to proceed with the petition according to law.  The respondent 
court is further directed to allow Vasquez the opportunity to withdraw his 
plea in case No. BA131290 if he so chooses. 
 

        Rubin, J. 
 
  We concur: Cooper, P.J. 
    Boland, J. 
 


